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CITY OF LAKE OSWEGO 
Planning Commission Minutes 

April 8, 2013 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER  

Chair William Gaar called the Planning Commission meeting to order on April 8, 2013 at 6:30 
p.m. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 380 A Avenue. 
 

2. ROLL CALL 

Members present included Chair William Gaar; Vice Chair Jim Johnson and Commissioners 
Randy Arthur, Puja Bhutani, Todd Hennelly, Todd Prager and Sandi Swinford.  Council Liaison 
Jon Gustafson was also present. 
 
Development Review Commissioners present included Gregg Creighton, Brent Ahrend, and 
David Poulson. 
 
Staff present were Debra Andreades, Senior Planner; Ron Bunch, Planning and Building 
Services Director; Dennis Egner, Assistant Planning Director; Hamid Pishvaie, Assistant 
Planning Director; Sarah Selden, Neighborhood Planner; Jessica Numanoglu, Senior Planner; 
Anthony Hooper, Support Services Supervisor; Erica Rooney, Assistant City Engineer; Evan 
Boone, Deputy City Attorney; and Iris McCaleb, Administrative Support. 
 
Consultants present were Don Elliott, Clarion Associates (by telephone) and Michelle Marx, 
SERA Architects. 
 

3. COUNCIL UPDATE 

Councilor Gustafson related that the Council heard a motion by Councilor Kehoe that would 
affect the Comprehensive Plan update process; the Council asked for public input and were 
going to continue to discuss the matter at the next meeting.  Councilor Gustafson reported that 
the Council voted to suspend mapping of new Sensitive Lands when annexing properties; 
created a job profile for a new city manager; discussed the cost of Boones Ferry Road; and 
studied proposed code amendments.  He related that as the Lake Oswego Redevelopment 
Agency (LORA) they had extended the time limit of the Lake Twin Theatre development 
agreement and postponed a discussion of East End Redevelopment.  He added that the 
Council had a meeting scheduled with the school board and they would also be presenting its 
proposal to Metro to remove Sensitive Lands overlays from private property. 
 

4. CITIZEN COMMENT (Regarding issues not on the agenda) 

None. 
 

  



 APPROVED:  06/24/13 
 

City of Lake Oswego Planning Commission 
Minutes of April 8, 2013 Page 2 of 9 

5.  MINUTES 

5.1 January 14, 2013 

Commissioner Arthur moved to approve the Minutes of January 14, 2013 as amended by 
Commissioner Bhutani.  Commissioner Bhutani seconded the motion and it passed 6:0:1.  
Vice Chair Johnson recused. 
 

6.  FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

6.1 Comprehensive Plan Map and Zoning Map Amendments – RC and RP Designations on 13150 
Riverside Drive and Adjacent Right‐of‐Way (LU 12‐0053) 

Ms. Andreades reported that this application had been withdrawn. 
 

7. PUBLIC HEARING 

7.1 Draft – Capital Improvement Plan (PP 13‐0008) 

Review the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for fiscal years 2013‐14 to 2017‐18 for 
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and to give the public an opportunity to comment. 
Make an advisory recommendation to the City Council. 
 
Chair Gaar opened the public hearing.  Mr. Boone outlined the applicable criteria and 
procedure.  Commissioner Prager declared a conflict of interest in regard to one aspect of the 
proposal related to Kerr Parkway and said he would recuse himself from deciding that aspect 
of it. 
 

Staff Report 

Ms. Andreades pointed out the list of projects to be funded during FY 2013-14 were 
categorized according to their relationship to the Comprehensive Plan goals and that the 
question before the Commission was whether the CIP was consistent with the Plan.  Ms. 
Rooney and Mr. Hooper were present to answer questions.  Commissioner Arthur inquired 
about the possibility of postponing a transit center project until it was known whether the transit 
center would be moved to the Foothills District.  Ms. Rooney advised that as projects got 
farther out than 2015 it became less predictable when they might be accomplished.  
Commissioner Bhutani inquired how projects were prioritized.  Ms. Rooney related that staff 
constantly looked for efficiencies by combining projects; an example was doing stormwater 
and paving projects at the same time.  She noted that they also considered what a master plan 
called for; pavement condition; traffic volume; and the benefit: cost ratio. 
 

Deliberations 

There was no public testimony.  Chair Gaar opened deliberations. 
 
Vice Chair Johnson moved to recommend that the Council approve PP 13-0008 (excluding 
the Kerr Parkway Rehabilitation Project) because it was consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and applicable codes.  Commissioner Arthur seconded the motion and it passed 7:0. 
 
Vice Chair Johnson moved to recommend that the Council approve PP 13-0008 as it related 
to the Kerr Parkway Rehabilitation Project because it was consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and applicable codes.  Commissioner Arthur seconded the motion and it passed 6:0:1.  
Commissioner Prager abstained. 
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8. WORK SESSIONS 

8.1 Code Streamlining Phase 2 – Commercial Code Amendments (PP 12‐0007) 

A joint work session with the Development Review Commission to review draft Community 
Development Code amendments that address the following: 

 Consolidation of commercial/mixed‐use zone districts 
 Streamlining the commercial, mixed use, industrial and special purpose districts use table 
 Removing barriers to mixed‐use development 
 
Ms. Numanoglu, Ms. Selden and Ms. Marx presented in person and Mr. Elliott participated by 
telephone.  They explained how commercial zones would be consolidated and renamed and 
asked the Commissioners to discuss several issues related to consolidation and streamlining 
the Use Table. 
 
Staff recommended that when the Highway Commercial (HC) and Office Campus (OC) zones 
were combined into Office Mixed Use (OMU) the less restrictive HC regulations should apply 
so the tall buildings in Centerpointe would not become non-conforming.  Staff advised that the 
Lake Grove Village Center District Overlay applied to most of the lots zoned OC and would 
supersede base zone standards on them, but the overlay did not affect a group of four lots 
zoned OC north and west of Kruse Way Place that included the West End Building (WEB) 
parcel.  Staff reported that several options were possible for dealing with the disparities of site 
development limitations when the Mixed Commerce (MC) zone was consolidated with the 
General Mixed Use (GMU) district; height was one of the issues.  Staff explained that the 
approach to streamlining the Use Table was to consolidate uses into broader use types; the 
table had been reduced by half and some of the uses had been broken down into size 
categories.  Staff had questions for the Commission about how to apply the Use Table in some 
areas, such as in the West Lake Grove Design District.  Staff also wanted to assure that the 
table was now consistent with the recent Commission decision to allow fitness and exercise 
facilities in the Industrial Park (IP).  Staff advised that there was a Summary of Proposed 
Changes by zone attached to the staff report.  They explained that since the report was issued 
staff had identified two more issues related to farm stands and live/work uses to discuss with 
the Commission. 
 
Ms. Marx discussed how the draft amendments addressed barriers to mixed-use development.  
She reported that the percentage requirements for landscaping and open space had been 
combined into one, 20% requirement, following feedback that the originally proposed 15% was 
not enough.  She explained that bonus lot coverage allowances of up to 25% over the base 
maximum were proposed for projects that included residential units, with the bonus based on 
residential density (units per acre).  She clarified that it would allow a developer to fit in things 
like structured parking and there was a precedent for bonuses in that some other districts 
allowed extra lot coverage in return for site amenities, housing and sustainability features.  Ms. 
Marx indicated that the Neighborhood Mixed Use (NMU) had no base lot coverage, but its floor 
area ratio basically resulted in a 25% lot coverage limit.  She pointed out that because those 
parcels were small the proposed amendments would also allow 35% coverage (not tied to 
housing) to make them more developable. 
 
Commissioner Swinford suggested increasing allowable lot coverage for businesses across 
the board instead of applying density bonuses.  Staff explained that the feedback they 
received in the concept phase did not support that and the intent of the bonus was to address 
barriers to residential mixed-use development.  Commissioner Bhutani observed that the 
bonus basically incentivized smaller housing units.  Staff advised it would encourage housing 
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where there had not been much housing so far and that would make the areas more vibrant 
and help support the ground floor businesses. 
 
Ms. Marx explained how the proposed amendments addressed setbacks and height step-
downs to abutting residential zones.  She pointed out that the requirements were not as tight 
when commercial was adjacent to high density residential use as when it was next to low and 
medium density residential use.  Commissioner Bhutani was concerned about the lack of 
height stepback transitions between mixed use zones and high-density residential zones, and 
did not support it.  Commissioner Hennelly observed that the proposed amendments did not 
apply where an overlay district superseded the base code.  Vice Chair Johnson advised that 
those overlays were usually the result of a neighborhood plan.  He could see more happening 
in the future. 
 
Ms. Marx described how the proposed amendments addressed the barrier to mixed use that 
did not allow ground floor residential uses.  She explained that uses such as residential 
lobbies would be allowed when designed with a storefront character, and that this amendment 
would modify existing Lake Grove Village Center District standard that did not allow that.  She 
clarified that the draft amendments would prohibit single-family detached houses and duplexes 
in mixed-use zones, but they would permit attached and multifamily housing outright. 
 
Ms. Marx explained that the methodology for measuring building height on sloped lots in 
commercial zones had been identified as a barrier to mixed use, where achieving the full 
allowed height in the zone was key to feasibility; the amendments addressed that with a height 
allowance.  Commissioner Swinford was concerned that if this applied in Foothills a 90-foot 
building could be even higher.  Mr. Egner indicated that staff would look at that. 
 
Staff recalled the consensus of the Commission and the Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) 
had been that parking should be addressed as a separate citywide issue and that they were 
aware that managing that was important to the neighborhoods. 
 
Staff explained that the next steps were to consult with the advisory committee and prepare for 
a June work session and a summer hearing. 
 

Discussion/Questions of Staff and Consultants 

Commissioner Bhutani was concerned about the complexity in the proposal for combining the 
MC and GMU zones, and that the proposal was not resulting in a true consolidation.  She was 
concerned that when MC was changed to GMU it would not be the employment center the 
Vision Map anticipated.  Mr. Elliott advised there would always be reasons for not 
consolidating and there was always a price to be paid for consolidation.  He was not sure 
having so many fine-grained districts was worth the confusion and complexity for a fairly small 
town; even large cities got by with fewer commercial and mixed-use districts. 
 
Ms. Numanoglu explained that in combining the HC and OC zones staff’s goal was to not 
make existing development nonconforming.  Mr. Bunch advised that when something was 
made nonconforming it made it difficult to manage in future years.  Ms. Numanoglu noted that 
development on the WEB parcel and the three lots north of Kruse Way Place would have a 
higher height limit than it currently did.  She advised that the WEB parcel had Sensitive Lands 
on it that would serve as a buffer to the adjacent R-3 residential zone if a higher building was 
allowed on that parcel. 
 
Commissioner Bhutani agreed it made sense to consolidate HC and OC.  She could agree to 
apply higher height limits of the OC zone because a lot of it would be controlled by the Lake 
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Grove Village Center Overlay District.  She advised that the exceptions were the four lots that 
included the WEB site; they were getting extra lot coverage and extra height over what they 
have today.  She asked if those benefits should be tied to having housing.  Staff advised that 
residential use was allowed in the OMU; and the three lots north of Kruse Way Place were 
already developed and the buildings on them were not that old. 
 
Ms. Numanoglu discussed the options related to combining the MC zone with the General 
Commercial (GC) zone: 
 
1. Adopt GC uses and retain all of the MC site development limitations. 
2. Retain current MC area lot coverage and height standards only and apply the GC zone 

standards to the rest of the zone.  It would eliminate MC zone setback requirements. 
3. Eliminate the MC zone and apply all the GC zone standards.  That would make several 

buildings nonconforming and significantly decrease development rights on some existing 
lots. 

4. No changes. 
 
Vice Chair Johnson advised the Commissioners not to be afraid of creating nonconformities 
(which was legal and not uncommon) if they saw an option they liked.  Mr. Elliott indicated his 
bias was toward a simpler solution, but it was a local choice. 
 
Chair Gaar observed Option 2 allowed more flexibility of use of property, but he was 
concerned about the impact on the neighborhood when commercial was right next to 
residential.  Commissioner Bhutani suggested using the MC setbacks would best address the 
compatibility issue.  Vice Chair Johnson advised that the City should be as concerned about 
protecting its employment centers from encroachment by residential as it was about protecting 
residential from commercial; there were not many areas like Kruse Way along the I-5 Corridor.  
Commissioner Bhutani cautioned that more thought should be given to GC uses because of 
the limitations on retail uses in the area.  Staff clarified for Commissioner Hennelly that the 
Lake Grove Village Center Overlay did not supersede base zone uses, although the overlay 
does put some additional restrictions on certain types of uses such as drive-through 
restaurants and banks and uses located in Village Transition Areas. 
 
Commissioner Bhutani suggested that if the Centerpointe development had been approved 
with a height limit it should be preserved.  Mr. Pishvaie observed that if there was a height limit 
specified in the Overall Development Plan and Schedule (ODPS) limitations it might have 
expired now that all Centerpointe lots had been developed.  Commissioner Bhutani 
appreciated that staff had reached out to Westlake and Meadows neighborhoods even if the 
neighborhoods had not offered an organized response.  She had heard people talk about their 
concern about the height of the shopping center at Centerpointe.  Ms. Selden recalled that the 
concern was more about the retail development in Centerpointe which had a lower height.  
She noted that the rest of Centerpointe was about 60 feet high. 
 
The Commissioners and staff discussed consolidating uses in West Lake Grove.  Mr. Egner 
explained he did not agree with other staff’s recommendation to allow new retail and 
restaurant uses as conditional uses along Boones Ferry Road and create a commercial strip 
between the node at West Sunset Drive and the rest of Lake Grove.  He indicated that he 
would focus retail and bakery uses at the West Sunset Drive intersection and make it a strong 
center.  Vice Chair Johnson suggested that it was a very small segment that kind of looked like 
that now and he thought it best to find out what the public thought of it.  Staff planned to 
consult the neighborhood and the Lake Grove Business Association.  Commissioner Swinford 
was concerned about the City playing favorites by limiting what could be done on the south 
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side of Boones Ferry Road.  Mr. Egner recalled that retail was supposed to be focused at the 
intersection rather than stretched; Lake Grove had been concerned about having too much 
commercial zoning.  Mr. Elliott cautioned against getting too complex for such a small area.  
He suggested it could have a lower range of allowable uses than the GC in Lake Grove. 
Staff reported that they had worked with the City Attorney to separate out uses like skating 
rinks and bowling alleys from Exercise and Sports Facilities.  They proposed to add these 
uses to Commercial Recreational Facilities which included uses like pools and outdoor athletic 
fields.  Staff pointed out that it was a matter of scale and the Use Table showed the permitted 
sizes.  They advised that the Use Table simplified administration by defining primary and 
accessory uses; for example, a gym could have a physical therapy pool if the pool was a 
subordinate use and not a primary use. 
 
Ms. Numanoglu asked the Commissioners to voice any other general concerns about the 
entire proposal.  Commissioner Bhutani suggested the intent statement for the new GMU 
should specify it was not intended as a regional shopping center.  She was concerned the 
proposal would expand uses and allow things like auto uses and expanding bakeries to 
greater than 5,000 square feet.  Commissioner Prager inquired about allowing food markets as 
conditional uses in the OMU zone.  Staff advised they were allowed there now, but they could 
not be large scale grocery stores.  Staff agreed to look at distinguishing between a bakery that 
was selling to the public and not wholesaling baked goods to others to sell.  They clarified that 
Commercial Recreational Facilities would be more broadly permitted; those with less than a 
5,000 square foot area would now be permitted outright in the IP and most of the other zones; 
big ones (over 20,000 square feet) were allowed in only four districts and in three of them only 
as conditional uses. 
 
Commissioner Swinford questioned why so many complicated changes were necessary when 
there was a fairly well developed employment zone that seemed to be quite successful.  She 
was not sure this was a better product for the City.  Mr. Elliott responded the proposed 
consolidation of zones and uses were more intuitive and made more sense than the existing 
fine-grained nuances in the current code, this was a step in the right direction.  He explained 
that the more of them the City could get rid of, the better and that some had been retained 
because of the political pushback there would be proposing to get rid of them.  Mr. Elliott 
advised that he had read 50 codes and was surprised this one was working. 
 
Mr. Bunch agreed there were some really good reasons to fix the current system.  He noted 
that besides making the code easier to administer it should make doing business in Lake 
Oswego easier and more predictable.  Chair Gaar advised that people coming to the City to 
deal with real estate development found the code to be a nightmare; it made the cost of 
development unpredictable making it more costly and difficult to develop in Lake Oswego.  He 
suggested the Commissioners should listen to the expert the City had hired; there were other 
cities as intelligent and affluent as Lake Oswego that were doing things in a much simpler 
fashion.  Vice Chair Johnson agreed with Chair Gaar’s comments.  He had heard from 
professional planners as well that the code was too complicated.  He supported making the 
code easier to use and interpret and having better and fewer definitions.  Commissioner 
Bhutani recalled one of the goals of the City was to make it more business friendly. 
 
Commissioner Prager inquired about Temporary Private Uses.  Staff advised that temporary 
private use of public property was currently allowed in the Public Functions (PF) zone.  They 
explained that under this proposal it would be allowed as a conditional use; for example, a 
school building could be leased to a private school.  Staff indicated that the City interpreted 
“temporary use” as a three to five year use with an exit plan.  Mr. Elliott advised that most 
cities’ codes did not have this, they took an administrative approach.  Commissioner Prager 
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inquired what incidental sales of crops from community gardens were.  Mr. Elliott pointed out 
the definition of Accessory Community Garden use made it clear that it was nonprofit use and 
not commercial farming businesses.  He advised that more and more cities were taking the 
approach that as long as one was not in the business of growing food to sell it they did not 
care if one put up a stand to sell tomatoes.  Ms. Numanoglu confirmed the existing 60,000 
square foot retail limitation in Metro Employment Areas would still apply in the Campus 
Research and Development (CR&D) zone.  Staff asked for feedback on the provisions 
intended to remove barriers to mixed use. 
 
20% combined landscaping/open space requirement.  Staff clarified that open space had 
to be landscaped and a parking lot did not count. 
 
Bonus lot coverage.  Staff advised an additional benefit of tying the lot coverage bonus to 
housing density (units per acre) rather than housing square footage was it would allow smaller 
lots to take advantage of the bonus.  Staff based their recommendation on the expectation the 
units would average 1,200 square feet but they acknowledged they could vary in size. 
 
Chair Gaar and Commissioner Bhutani indicated they were concerned about incentivizing 
smaller residential units to get more lot coverage, especially small properties.  Chair Gaar 
preferred to see higher end units in commercial mixed use districts.  He suggested focusing 
higher density residential around areas like transit centers and town centers.  Commissioner 
Hennelly inquired about parking.  Staff advised the City had existing off street parking 
requirements tied to the number of bedrooms and that would not change.  They noted that one 
of the ideas behind allowing increased lot coverage was to allow structured parking when 
there was a market demand for it.  Commissioner Bhutani cautioned that the City should not 
incentivize building smaller units unless it knew there was market demand for them.  Vice 
Chair Johnson anticipated this would enable the units and the market would drive it.  He noted 
that he would want a smaller place when he got older.  Staff concluded the Commissioners 
were saying the problem was not necessarily about tying the bonus to residential density; it 
was related to increasing the bonus as developers provided increased density.  Staff indicated 
that they planned to look at options including a minimum unit size threshold and lowering the 
number of dwelling units per acre that were tied to increased lot coverage. 
 
Building height and stepbacks.  Staff explained that height was currently limited to 28 feet 
within 60 feet of all residential zones and the proposal would essentially change the 60 feet to 
40 feet.  They reported that the draft called for one foot of stepback for every foot of building 
height up to 40 feet.  They noted that the provision would apply to commercial lots that abutted 
low and medium density residential zones, but not high density residential zones.  Staff 
recalled Commissioner Bhutani was concerned that commercial buildings could be up to 60 
feet next to an R-3 zone.  They advised that building efficiencies meant the stepbacks might 
make no financial sense to a developer; the developer might just choose to set the building all 
the way back so they did not have to have stepbacks. 
 
Chair Gaar related it was the impacts to low and medium residential density he was concerned 
about.  Commissioner Bhutani cautioned staff to be careful about applying this in 
neighborhood villages with narrow streets.  Staff agreed to try to make it clearer where this 
would apply.  They explained they specified ‘abutting’ (meaning on each side of a shared 
property line) because ‘adjacent’ included property across a street.  They advised that 
Downtown had different measurement standards to determine when step-backs were to occur.  
They clarified that the height stepbacks were not changed except to include the right-of-way in 
measuring the stepback distance, but if they were asked to explore it they would. 
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Allowing multifamily and townhomes outright in the NMU zone.  Staff reported these uses 
were currently permitted outright in the West Lake Grove Office Commercial/Neighborhood 
Commercial (WLG RMU) zone, but not in the WLG OC zone and the proposal was to 
consolidate these two zones and make theses uses permitted outright.  They confirmed this 
change would allow townhomes and multifamily developments that did not have any 
commercial aspects to them; the only exception was in the area currently zoned WLG OC 
where residential use would not be allowed on the ground floor along certain streets.  
Commissioner Prager asked about allowing cottage housing.  Staff questioned whether 
detached, single-family, dwellings were the type of density the community wanted to see in 
mixed use.  Chair Gaar anticipated that concept would be vetted during the public hearing. 
 
Proposed change in methodology for measuring building height on sloped lots in 
commercial zones.  The Commissioners offered no comments. 
 
Other comments related to addressing barriers to mixed use amendments.  
Commissioner Prager asked for clarification about drive-throughs in the Foothills mixed use 
zone.  Mr. Boone advised the current code prohibited them in the entire zone. 
 

8.2 Comprehensive Plan Update – Land Use (PP 10‐0007) 

First of two work sessions to review and provide revisions to the existing Land Use Planning 
goals and policies (existing Goal 2, Section 1) in advance of the Planning Commission’s public 
hearing.  Staff coordinator was Beth St. Amand, Senior Planner. 
 
Chair Gaar announced discussion on this topic would be rescheduled. 
 

9. OTHER BUSINESS – PLANNING COMMISSION 

Chair Gaar planned to speak to the Council as an individual when it discussed Councilor 
Kehoe’s motion regarding the Comprehensive Plan update.  He asked if the Planning 
Commission had a message he should take to the Council.  Vice Chair Johnson stated that he 
was at the Council meeting with Chair Gaar.  He stated that he didn’t understand what the 
Council motion was accomplishing that the existing process would not address.  He advised 
that the Planning Commission should counter misinformation.  He pointed out that the 
Commission should be concerned about the public process, since they were also the 
Commission for Citizen Involvement.  He explained that one of the key issues he was hearing 
was that the outreach that had already occurred in the last three years with the community 
regarding the Comprehensive Plan update, was being ignored.  He advised that the issue for 
the community, no matter what side you were on, was the citizen involvement that had 
happened to date over the last three years. 
 
Commissioner Bhutani observed that the existing plan talked about allowing increased density 
and that the new plan directs it towards town centers.  Vice Chair Johnson advised that more 
specific and better definitions regarding density would provide added protection for 
neighborhoods. 
 
Chair Gaar asked the Commission if they believed the steps they had taken focused density 
more than the current plan.  He indicated that he believed they had accomplished that and that 
substantial steps had been taken to pay attention to the impacts on desired and current 
neighborhoods and refocusing where the mixed use, high density would go.  Commissioner 
Hennelly abstained from offering any comment because he had only been on the Commission 
a short time.  Commissioner Swinford stated that she was unsure; she was still trying to 
understand what was proposed and wasn’t prepared to take a specific position.  
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Commissioner Prager recalled that the Commission had tried to focus density in certain areas 
where appropriate to protect the neighborhoods from encroachment.  He didn’t think that they 
were trying to rezone low density to higher density.  Commissioner Bhutani emphasized that 
no new areas of density were being created, and there was an attempt to better define criteria 
for existing areas that allowed higher density to protect the lower density residential areas.  
Commissioner Arthur stated his agreement that the Commission’s objective had been to 
protect the impacts on neighborhoods and provide better definition.  He also opined that 
allowance for an appropriate volume of density is ultimately a political decision for the City 
Council, not the Commission, to make.  He said he needed additional information to better 
understand the motion that had been made at the recent City Council meeting and therefore, 
had no substantive comments.  Vice Chair Johnson recalled the four points of the motion and 
observed that it boiled down to land use, density and citizen involvement. 
 
Commissioner Bhutani recalled that the motion also referred to cutting out anything that had 
budgetary implications.  She held that everything had a budgetary implication (police, fire, 
emergency services).  Vice Chair Johnson commented that this was not a capital improvement 
plan, they were looking at a land use plan.  Chair Garr observed consensus from the majority 
of Commissioners that new areas of density were not being created, but existing areas were 
being better defined. 
 

10. OTHER BUSINESS – COMMISSION FOR CITIZEN INVOVLEMENT 

Chair Gaar invited public testimony. 
 
Ed Gehrig, Upper Drive, Lake Oswego, talked about the proposed R-2.5 zoning across the 
street from his residence.  He hoped each of the Commissioners had read the comments from 
a neighbor that they should consider the people who lived there when they considered the 
impact of putting higher density on Upper Drive. 
 
Mr. Boone advised that the public hearing on that case had been closed; this testimony was 
not part of that hearing record. 
 

11. SCHEDULE REVIEW 

There was no discussion. 
 

12. ADJOURNMENT 

There being no other business Chair Gaar adjourned the meeting at 10:15 p.m. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Iris McCaleb  /s/ 
Iris McCaleb 
Administrative Support 


